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Abstract
Background: Coronary heart disease (CHD) and depression are leading causes of disease burden globally and the
two often co-exist. Depression is common after Myocardial Infarction (MI) and it has been estimated that 15-35%
of patients experience depressive symptoms. Co-morbid depression can impair health related quality of life
(HRQOL), decrease medication adherence and appropriate utilisation of health services, lead to increased morbidity
and suicide risk, and is associated with poorer CHD risk factor profiles and reduced survival. We aim to determine
the feasibility of conducting a randomised, multi-centre trial designed to compare a tele-health program
(MoodCare) for depression and CHD secondary prevention, with Usual Care (UC).
Methods: Over 1600 patients admitted after index admission for Acute Coronary Syndrome (ACS) are being
screened for depression at six metropolitan hospitals in the Australian states of Victoria and Queensland.
Consenting participants are then contacted at two weeks post-discharge for baseline assessment. One hundred
eligible participants are to be randomised to an intervention or a usual medical care control group (50 per group).
The intervention consists of up to 10 × 30-40 minute structured telephone sessions, delivered by registered
psychologists, commencing within two weeks of baseline screening. The intervention focuses on depression
management, lifestyle factors (physical activity, healthy eating, smoking cessation, alcohol intake), medication
adherence and managing co-morbidities. Data collection occurs at baseline (Time 1), 6 months (post-intervention)
(Time 2), 12 months (Time 3) and 24 months follow-up for longer term effects (Time 4). We are comparing
depression (Cardiac Depression Scale [CDS]) and HRQOL (Short Form-12 [SF-12]) scores between treatment and UC
groups, assessing the feasibility of the program through patient acceptability and exploring long term maintenance
effects. A cost-effectiveness analysis of the costs and outcomes for patients in the intervention and control groups
is being conducted from the perspective of health care costs to the government.
Discussion: This manuscript presents the protocol for a randomised, multi-centre trial to evaluate the feasibility of
a tele-based depression management and CHD secondary prevention program for ACS patients. The results of this
trial will provide valuable new information about potential psychological and wellbeing benefits, cost-effectiveness
and acceptability of an innovative tele-based depression management and secondary prevention program for CHD
patients experiencing depression.
Trial Registration Number: Australia and New Zealand Clinical Trials Register (ANZCTR): ACTRN12609000386235
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Background
Coronary Heart Disease (CHD) and depression are cur-
rently two of the most important causes of disability in
high-income countries [1] and it is projected that the
same will apply to low and middle income countries by
2030 [2]. These conditions often co-exist with approxi-
mately 15% of Myocardial Infarction (MI) patients
experiencing major depressive disorder (MDD) and
another 15-20% exhibiting mild to moderate depression
[3]. Patients with post-MI depression are more likely to
report impaired health related quality of life (HRQOL)
[4], poorer medication adherence [5] and utilisation of
health services [6], increased morbidity and suicide risk
[7], and poorer CHD risk factor profiles, work outcomes
[8] and survival [9]. In particular, depression results in
poor uptake and completion of CHD secondary preven-
tion or cardiac rehabilitation programs [10], which have
been shown to play a pivotal role in improving CHD
risk factor profiles and other clinical outcomes. Indeed,
compared with non-depressed patients, depressed
patients are three times less likely to be compliant with
medical treatment recommendations [11]. The clinical
benefits of CHD secondary prevention programs are
well documented and include decreased risk of fatal and
non-fatal recurrent MI and CVD [12], improved
HRQOL, and lower rates of rehospitalisation [13,14].
However, despite the high prevalence of depression fol-
lowing a diagnosis of CHD and the poor outcomes asso-
ciated with the group [9], it remains poorly recognised
and managed in CHD patients.
Traditionally, CHD secondary prevention programs are
delivered face-to-face in clinic- or hospital-based settings;
however, they suffer from low participation rates due to a
range of barriers including poor accessibility and access
[15]. Symptoms of depression following Acute Coronary
Syndrome (ACS) - including hopelessness, helplessness,
and apathy - can further impede participation in second-
ary prevention programs. Contemporary approaches to
CHD secondary prevention may help to overcome this
treatment gap. A recent meta-analysis demonstrated that
innovative, tele-based CHD secondary prevention pro-
grams may transcend some of the barriers to participa-
tion in traditional rehabilitation programs, and they are
effective in improving behavioural and clinical outcomes
for cardiac patients [16]. Further, telephone-delivered
therapy has proven effective for patients with depression
[17] and more recently, for those with co-morbid depres-
sion following a cardiac event. For example, a tele-health,
nurse-delivered, collaborative care intervention for cor-
onary artery bypass graft surgery patients suffering from
depression significantly improved depression outcomes,
mental health components of HRQOL and disease speci-
fic physical functioning [18].
Psychological based therapies [19,20], pharmacologic
approaches (namely Selective Serotonin Reuptake Inhi-
bitors) [21], and composite approaches to treatment
[22,23] have all demonstrated improvements in depres-
sion for CHD patients, especially for those with recur-
rent depression [24]. While pharmacologic and
psychological approaches have yielded comparable effect
sizes in reducing depression [25], Cognitive Behaviour
Therapy (CBT) has been shown to be particularly
favourable for improving depression outcomes for car-
diac patients, with an American Heart Association
report endorsing its use [26]. Evidence from a number
of well designed trials also demonstrate its effectiveness
in reducing depression in cardiac patients when com-
pared with other approaches [19]. For example, com-
pared to usual care (UC), Freedland and colleagues
(2007) demonstrated that CBT displayed greater and
more durable effects than the other approaches [19].
However, relatively little is known about its effectiveness
under ‘real world’ delivery conditions, particularly using
a tele-based approach.
The feasibility of combining a tele-health, depression
management program using CBT with a CHD secondary
prevention program for ACS patients is yet to be estab-
lished in the ‘real world’ setting. The effects of such a
program could go beyond treating depression to improve
all aspects of HRQOL and CHD risk factors, and demon-
strate significant economic advantages over more tradi-
tional modes of delivery. This paper presents the study
protocol for a randomised, multi-centre, feasibility trial
of a tele-health intervention for ACS patients with
depression (’MoodCare’). We hypothesise that the trial
will demonstrate the feasibility of the MoodCare inter-
vention through improving key depression and HRQOL
outcomes at 6 months, with increased participant satis-
faction, and will be cost-effective compared with UC.
Methods
We are currently enrolling 100 ACS patients in a pro-
spective, multi-centre, feasibility trial with patients ran-
domised to either the intervention or UC control group.
Participants in both groups complete assessments at
baseline (Time 1), post-intervention or 6 months follow-
up (Time 2), as well as at 12 months (Time 3), and
24 months (Time 4) for longer term effects.
Study Aims
Primary Aim
To investigate the feasibility of a telephone-delivered,
depression management and CHD secondary prevention
intervention for ACS patients over 6 months. Prospective
outcomes include: changes in depression using the Car-
diac Depression Scale (CDS) and changes in HRQOL
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using the Short Form-12 (SF-12), cost-effectiveness and
participant acceptability compared with UC.
Secondary Aims
(i) To investigate the longer term feasibility of imple-
menting the MoodCare program at 12 and 24 months
follow-up.
Study Sample
Eligibility Criteria
Eligibility criteria includes: a clinical diagnosis consistent
with that of ACS (MI [STEMI or non STEMI] or
unstable angina confirmed by angiogram), aged 21-85
years, fluency in English, availability via the telephone
for the duration of the study, and a Patient Health
Questionnaire (PHQ9) score of 5-19. Patients are
excluded if they are: participating in regular psychologi-
cal therapy with a mental health professional at the time
of admission for ACS, diagnosed with a psychiatric con-
dition which may impact on involvement (including
bipolar disorder, psychotic illness of any type, dementia,
acute suicidality, severe personality disorder), cognitively
impaired impacting on their ability to participate in the
study, diagnosed with a terminal illness, or unable to
participate in a tele-based unsupervised mood and life-
style intervention as confirmed by the treating clinician.
Sample Recruitment Procedures
We are screening more than 1600 patients over approxi-
mately 15 months from six metropolitan hospitals in
Victoria and Queensland, Australia. Recruitment com-
menced in December 2009. All consenting patients are
assessed for depression prior to hospital discharge using
a psychometrically robust and valid instrument (PHQ9)
[27]. Patients with a PHQ9 score of 5-19 are eligible to
participate. This scoring range was selected due to its
high sensitivity and specificity, as opposed to the com-
monly used cut off of ≥ 10, which has comparable speci-
ficity (92% and 90%, respectively), but poorer sensitivity
(39% and 54%, respectively) [28]. Patients with a PHQ9
score <5 are provided with relevant feedback, reassur-
ance and advice. Any persons indicating suicidal
thoughts on PHQ9 and/or those with severe depression,
as indicated by PHQ9 scores of 20-27, are referred for
further assessment by a mental health professional and
possible study exclusion. Algorithms are in place for
patients assigned to the intervention whose condition
deteriorates throughout the program, and who are no
longer eligible or lost to follow up throughout the
course of the trial.
Eligible participants are subsequently contacted by
the research team via telephone within 1-2 weeks of
discharge to complete Time 1 data collection. This
includes a secondary assessment of depression in order
to determine severity. Participants initially respond to
a two item screening tool which has a positive
endorsement of the first two PHQ items [28], before
undertaking the full Composite International Diagnos-
tic Interview (CIDI) assessment.
Sample Size Calculations
Anticipating an attrition rate of 20% throughout the
study, n = 125 participants are required to achieve a
final sample size of n = 100. Sample size analysis indi-
cated that 50 subjects per group (intervention and con-
trol) or a total of 100 are required to complete the
study in order to detect an absolute intervention effect
with 80% power and type I error of 5% (two-tailed).
Sample size was calculated based on an overall differ-
ence between participants in the intervention and
control groups in the primary outcome measure of
depression scores at 6 months, where a sample size of
n = 100 was sufficient to detect a difference in mean
CDS scores of 6.8, assuming a between-patient SD of 12
[29]. Assuming persistence of effect to 12 months and a
conservative correlation of 0.30 between baseline, 6
months and 12 months CDS scores, a pooled analysis at
6 and 12 months will have 80% power to detect a differ-
ence of 5.1 units (a change score of 5 on the CDS is
considered clinically meaningful).
Ethics Approval
Ethics approval was received from Human Research
Ethics Committees of St Vincent’s Hospital, The Austin
Hospital, The Royal Melbourne Hospital, The Geelong
Hospital, The Prince Charles Hospital, The Royal Bris-
bane and Women’s Hospital, and Monash University.
Study conditions
Both control and intervention participants receive a
brief National Heart Foundation of Australia education
pamphlet on MI recovery and a biennial study newslet-
ter based on existing educational materials to enhance
study retention. On enrolment, a letter is sent to all par-
ticipants’ primary care provider/s informing them of the
aims of the study, the group to which the patient has
been randomised and other relevant information that
may be required from the participant and the care pro-
vider at follow-up.
Control
Control participants continue to receive their usual
medical care through their health care providers.
Intervention
The intervention commences within two weeks of base-
line screening and is delivered by qualified psychologists
(‘counsellors’) from Monash University. The interven-
tion aims to manage depression as well as CHD risk
factor behaviours using a tele-based care management
model [30] incorporating CBT counselling [31]. Two
psychologists with at least 2 years of relevant clinical
experience with CBT are delivering the intervention.
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The counsellors provide information to patients via the
telephone during structured counselling sessions and
assist participants to set and attain specific short and
long term goals and a plan of action to improve their
mental health and CHD risk factor profiles. Cognitive
restructuring, behavioural activation, goal setting and
motivational interviewing techniques are utilised. Parti-
cipants are encouraged to seek appropriate treatment
and attend follow-up with their usual health care provi-
ders as necessary, in addition to activating social/family
support and community and environmental linkages
(e.g. employment, housing support). The intervention
comprises up to 10 × 30-40 minute sessions over a six
month period as CBT has been found to effectively
reduce depressive symptoms over this time frame [22].
The sessions are most intensive over the first three
months when depressive symptoms are most likely to
affect patients following ACS [32] and to impact on
their HRQOL and adoption of positive CHD risk factor
behaviours. More frequent sessions may be scheduled
during the treatment phase based on a patient’s needs
and interest but the intervention is limited to up to 10
sessions in total.
Intervention participants receive a handbook contain-
ing both project specific and general health resources.
For example, the handbook contains monitoring forms
and recording sheets to be used during and in between
sessions for tracking the participant’s mood, session
activities, the participant’s thoughts, CHD risk factor
goals and changes. It provides additional information
and details on the nature and treatment of depression,
as well as the CBT model. More generally, supplemen-
tary materials including a list of health related resources
are provided in the handbook.
Study Integrity
The study design is guided by the CONSORT statement
[33] and randomisation to study group occurs following
the completion of Time 1 data collection. Project staff
who are collecting data are blinded to participants’
group allocation. Participants are asked not to reveal the
group to which they have been randomised when com-
pleting data assessments. Stratified randomisation occurs
using a separate block randomisation list that has been
generated for each study group or strata. Randomisation
is integrated into the web-based database and automati-
cally generated following the conclusion of baseline
assessment. The process is concealed from investigators.
The schedule is stratified by severity of depression
assessed by the CIDI (i.e. those meeting current diagno-
sis for depression versus those who do not). The inter-
vention protocol is detailed in a manual. In addition to
internal peer review, all intervention calls are audio-
taped with a proportion reviewed by a senior clinical
psychiatric consultant, using a standardised inventory in
order to ensure clinicians’ adherence to the delivery of
the intervention protocol and treatment integrity. To
assess the quality of the delivery of the intervention, a
separate inventory based on the Cognitive Therapy Scale
[34] has been developed for the MoodCare intervention.
All data analyses are conducted on the basis of intention
to treat.
Data collection and outcome measures
Clinical and anthropometric data are collected at the
time of the participant’s initial screening, from hospital
medical records (blood pressure, cholesterol level, hae-
moglobin A1C (HbA1c), family history of heart disease,
height, weight, waist circumference, body mass index
(BMI), procedures performed or scheduled, General
Practitioner (GP) details, cardiologist details, whether
patient was transferred from another hospital, details of
initial admitting hospital, admission and expected dis-
charge date). At follow-up, participants are requested to
collect medical information (blood pressure, cholesterol
level, HbA1c, weight, waist circumference) from their
primary care provider/s medical records prior to Com-
puter Assisted Telephone Interview (CATI). Self-report
and CIDI interview data are collected, at Time 1, Time
2, Time 3 and Time 4 by CATI. Additional outcome
data are collected via postal survey to minimise partici-
pant burden (see Table 1). The feasibility of the trial
will be determined by the following outcome measures:
Changes in key depression and HRQOL outcomes
The two primary outcomes are changes in depression
and HRQOL which are assessed using the CDS [35]
and SF-12 [36], respectively. The CDS was originally
designed to measure depressed mood over the full
range generally seen in cardiac patients, combining
excellent test-retest reproducibility with responsiveness
to change over time [29]. In addition, it also has excel-
lent sensitivity (97%) and appropriate specificity (85%)
for the categorical diagnosis of major depression [37].
Other outcome variables include: physical activity [38],
saturated fat intake [39], smoking, alcohol intake [40],
anxiety [41], social support, employment, lipid profile,
blood pressure, BMI, waist circumference, diabetes
management (HbA1c), and pharmacological manage-
ment (self report, health care utilisation data). Six
month follow up will be the primary assessment point.
The measures for each of these outcome variables are
summarised in Table 1.
Cost-Effectiveness Analyses
A cost-effectiveness analysis (CEA) of the costs and out-
comes for patients in the intervention and control
groups will be undertaken. Detailed data on costs of
Health Care Utilisation (HCU), access to community
and other resources and medication are being collected
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from both the intervention and ‘usual care’ control
groups. All resources utilised are costed using nationally
applicable cost data (e.g. Diagnostic Related Groups
costs for hospital admissions). Total medication costs
are taken from patient contributions and estimated total
Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme benefits paid by the
Health Insurance Commission. For HCU, data linkage
with Medicare Australia’s database allows the collection
of health care utilisation data for use of items under
Medicare and Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme (PBS).
Participants are requested to record current medications
and number of general practitioner visits prior to Time
3 and Time 4 follow-up assessments.
The expected cost of readmission for ACS is also cal-
culated using hospital-based costs and patient-specific
probabilities of readmission for ACS computed using
APACHE III (Acute Physiology And Chronic Health
Evaluation III). The primary health outcome for the
CEA is quality-adjusted life years (QALYs). These are
calculated for both arms using HRQOL scores collected
in the trial using the SF-6D, a derivative of the SF-12.
The SF-12 instrument is widely used internationally,
and has been recommended as appropriate and sensitive
to change for CHD patients and in depression treatment
[42]. For all economic analyses, detailed probabilistic
sensitivity analysis will be undertaken for all projections
and parameters with uncertainty and/or variability.
Intervention Implementation and Acceptability
To assess program implementation, participant accept-
ability is measured by a self-administered questionnaire
at Time 2. Self-administered satisfaction questions
include: ‘how would you rate the MoodCare Participant
Handbook’ (excellent to poor); ‘how would you rate your
sessions with the Counsellor (very useful to not useful at
all); ‘did you get what you expected from the program’
(yes definitely to no definitely not); ‘to what extent has
the program met your needs’ (almost all of my needs
have been met to none of my needs have been met); ’has
the program helped you to deal more effectively with
your health issues’ (yes it helped a great deal to no it
seemed to make things worse); ‘in general how satisfied
are you with the program (very satisfied to very dissatis-
fied); ‘were you satisfied with the length of the counsel-
ling sessions’ (yes, no); ‘were you satisfied with the
number of counselling sessions’ (yes, no); and ‘were you
satisfied with the length of the program overall’ (yes,
no). Participants are also asked to highlight the strengths
and weaknesses of the program in two open-ended
Table 1 Measurement of outcome variables at baseline (Time 1), post-intervention (Time 2), 12 months (Time 3),
24 months follow-up (Time 4)
Variable Measurement tool Inpatient
Screening
1-2
weeks
post
discharge
TIME 1
6
Months
TIME 2
12
Months
TIME 3
24
months
TIME 4
Type of
administration
Depression Patient Health Questionnaire 9 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ CATI+
Two item screener [28] ✓ CATI
Cardiac Depression Scale ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ CATI
Composite International Diagnostic Interview ✓ ✓ ✓ CATI
HRQOL Short Form 12 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ CATI
Physical activity Active Australia Survey ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ Postal survey*
Saturated Fat Intake Short Fat questionnaire ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ Postal survey*
Social Support ENRICHD Social Support Inventory ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ CATI
Smoking Cancer Council Food Frequency Questionnaire ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ Postal survey*
Alcohol Cancer Council Food Frequency Questionnaire ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ Postal survey*
Medication Self report/General Practitioner/data linkage ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ Postal survey,*
medical records
Anxiety General Anxiety Disorder-7 ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ CATI
Medical co-morbidities ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ CATI
Biomedical and
anthropometric
measurements
Weight, height, waist circumference, Blood
Pressure, lipids, fasting capillary blood glucose
✓ ✓ ✓ Medical records
Employment Employment status, absenteeism/productivity ✓ ✓ ✓ ✓ CATI
CATI = Computer Assisted Telephone Interview; *An envelope containing self administered paper copies of each instrument is posted to the participant prior to
their baseline telephone interview. The survey is to be completed on approximately the same day as baseline CATI interview to ensure consistency of
information, and returned to the Project Manager. + In patient screening conducted face to face by nurses, using the PHQ9. Follow up PHQ9 administered via
CATI at all assessment points thereafter.
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questions. Participant adherence to the intervention is
assessed by: the proportion of sessions completed during
the intervention period; the topics covered in each ses-
sion; and the total length (minutes) of intervention
exposure during the six month period.
Long term maintenance and sustainability
The RE-AIM framework has been developed to evaluate
the strengths and weaknesses of different approaches to
chronic disease management [43]. This framework will
be applied to further assess the feasibility of the Mood-
Care program. For example, we will evaluate the Reach,
or representativeness of the sample by assessing the
characteristics of eligible, enrolled and randomised parti-
cipants. Similarly, to assess Adoption, characteristics on
program uptake and adherence will be provided. The
long term Maintenance of the program will be assessed
by evaluating participant outcomes beyond six month
follow up (e.g. 12, 24 months).
Data Analyses
Baseline characteristics will be compared across inter-
vention arms using summary statistics. Principal ana-
lyses will involve comparison of CDS and HRQOL
outcomes at each time point between intervention arms
using the baseline of the outcome as a covariate where
relevant. Pooled analyses across all time points will
employ linear mixed models. This will assess compara-
tive rates of change over time, variability between rates
of individuals, and allows for incomplete data due to a
process of missingness where systematic dependence is
upon observed covariates or outcomes, the so called
“missing at random” assumption. Results will be
expressed as estimated mean changes in CDS depression
measures and HRQOL, as an overall mean excess inter-
vention over usual care effect, all with corresponding
95% confidence intervals.
Discussion
Depression often remains unrecognised and untreated in
cardiac patients, despite increasing the risk of poor
patient outcomes such as reduced HRQOL and increased
mortality (including suicide). For the first time, this study
will evaluate the feasibility, efficacy and cost-effectiveness
of a state-of-the-art, tele-based depression management
and CHD secondary prevention program for depressed
ACS patients. If feasible and successful in promoting
depression and HRQOL benefits, the intervention could
provide an alternative for those who cannot tolerate or
would prefer a non-pharmacological alternative to
depression treatment. Further, this contemporary tele-
health approach to management may help overcome
some of the barriers to participation that are associated
with face to face rehabilitation programs, including dis-
tance, cost and time. The intervention could be
translated into clinical practice through community-
based telephone helplines widely used in Australia and
internationally or through acute clinical care settings.
List of abbreviations
CHD: Coronary Heart Disease; MI: Myocardial Infarction; MDD: Major
Depressive Disorder; HRQOL: Health Related Quality of Life; ACS: Acute
Coronary Syndrome; CBT: Cognitive Behaviour Therapy; UC: Usual Care; CDS:
Cardiac Depression Scale; SF-12: Short Form-12; STEMI: ST elevation
Myocardial Infarction; Non STEMI: Non-ST elevation Myocardial Infarction;
PHQ9: Patient Health Questionnaire; CIDI: Composite International Diagnostic
Interview; CONSORT: Consolidated Standards of Reporting Trials; HbA1c:
Haemoglobin A1C; BMI: Body Mass Index; GP: General Practitioner; CATI:
Computer Assisted Telephone Interview; CEA: Cost-effectiveness analysis;
HCU: Health Care Utilisation; PBS: Pharmaceutical Benefits Scheme; APACHE
III: Acute Physiology And Chronic Health Evaluation III; QALYs: Quality-
adjusted life years
Acknowledgements
This study is supported by an Australian Government Department of Health
and Ageing grant, under the Sharing Health Care Initiative. We thank our co-
investigators A/Prof Darren Walters, Dr Stephen Bunker, Professor Helen
Christensen, Professor Ole Mortensen, A/Prof Leeanne Grigg, A/Prof John
Amerena and staff at participating recruitment sites. We gratefully
acknowledge Stephen Edwards and Janice Whetton for their contribution to
the development of the study materials. AO is supported by a Post Graduate
Award from the National Heart Foundation of Australia (PP 08M4079). KS is
supported by an Australian Research Council (ARC) Future Fellowship
(FT991524). BH is a Victorian Health Promotion Foundation Fellowship
recipient and acknowledges ARC Discovery and National Health and Medical
Research Council (NHMRC) funding.
Author details
1School of Public Health and Preventive Medicine, Monash University,
Melbourne, Australia. 2Viertel Centre for Research in Cancer Control, Cancer
Council Queensland, Brisbane, Australia. 3School of Public Health,
Queensland University of Technology, Brisbane, Australia. 4Menzies Research
Institute Tasmania, University of Tasmania, Hobart, Australia. 5Centre for
Health Economics, Monash University, Melbourne Australia. 6The Royal
Brisbane and Women’s Hospital and Department of Medicine University of
Queensland, Brisbane, Australia. 7The University of Melbourne and The
Austin Hospital, Melbourne Australia. 8St. Vincent’s Hospital, Melbourne,
Australia. 9Department of Psychiatry, Stanford University, Palo Alto, California,
USA.
Authors’ contributions
ALH, CBT, KS, DLH, BH, JA, MJ and BO developed the study concept and
aims. BC, AO, BO, KE and ALH co-wrote the study protocol. BC, AO, CBT, KS,
ALH and BO are implementing the study protocol and overseeing the
collection of data. AF performed the sample size calculations and
randomisation schedule and will oversee data analysis. AO and ALH drafted
the study manuscript and all authors contributed to, read and approved the
final manuscript.
Authors’ information
Dr Adrienne O’Neil can be contacted at the following email: adrienne.
o’neil@med.monash.edu.au.
Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Received: 4 February 2011 Accepted: 25 February 2011
Published: 25 February 2011
References
1. Murray CJL, Lopez AD, eds: The Global Burden of Disease: A
Comprehensive Assessment of Mortality and Disability from Disease,
Injuries, and Risk Factors in 1990 and Projected to 2020. Harvard
University Press; 1996.
O’Neil et al. BMC Cardiovascular Disorders 2011, 11:8
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2261/11/8
Page 6 of 7
2. World Health Organisation: The Global Burden of Disease - 2004 Update.
Geneva; 2008.
3. Schleifer SJ, Macari-Hinson MM: The Nature and Course of Depression
Following Myocardial Infarction. Arch Intern Med 1989, 149(8):1785-1789.
4. de Jonge P, Spijkerman TA, van den Brink RHS, Ormel J: Depression after
myocardial infarction is a risk factor for declining health related quality
of life and increased disability and cardiac complaints at 12 months.
Heart 2006, 92(1):32-39.
5. Kronish IM: Persistent depression affects adherence to secondary
prevention behaviors after acute coronary syndromes. J Gen Intern Med
2006, 21(11):1178.
6. Frasure-Smith N, Lespérance F, Gravel G, Masson A, Juneau M, Talajic M,
Bourassa MG: Depression and health-care costs during the first year
following myocardial infarction. J Psychosom Res 2000, 48(4-5):471-478.
7. Larsen KK, Agerbo E, Christensen B, Sondergaard J, Vestergaard M:
Myocardial Infarction and Risk of Suicide: A Population-Based Case-
Control Study. Circ .
8. Bhattacharyya MR, Perkins-Porras L, Whitehead DL, Steptoe A: Psychological
and clinical predictors of return to work after acute coronary syndrome.
Eur Heart J 2007, 28(2):160-165.
9. Frasure-Smith N, Lesperance F, Talajic M: Depression and 18-month
prognosis after myocardial infarction. Circ 1995, 91(4):999-1005.
10. McGrady A, McGinnis R, Badenhop D, Bentle M, Rajput M: Effects of
Depression and Anxiety on Adherence to Cardiac Rehabilitation. JCRP
2009, 29(6):358-364.
11. DiMatteo MR, Lepper HS, Croghan TW: Depression Is a Risk Factor for
Noncompliance With Medical Treatment: Meta-analysis of the Effects of
Anxiety and Depression on Patient Adherence. Arch Intern Med 2000,
160(14):2101-2107.
12. Gulliksson M, Burell G, Vessby B, Lundin L, Toss H, Svardsudd K:
Randomized Controlled Trial of Cognitive Behavioral Therapy vs
Standard Treatment to Prevent Recurrent Cardiovascular Events in
Patients With Coronary Heart Disease: Secondary Prevention in Uppsala
Primary Health Care Project (SUPRIM). Arch Intern Med 2011,
171(2):134-140.
13. McAlister FA, Lawson FM, Teo KK, Armstrong PW: Randomised trials of
secondary prevention programmes in coronary heart disease: systematic
review. BMJ 2001, 323(7319):957-962.
14. Joliffe J, Rees K, Taylor R, Thompson D, Oldridge N, Ebrahim S: Exercise-
based rehabilitation for coronary heart disease. Cochrane Review In: The
Cochrane Library 2003, , 1: 1-41.
15. Scott IA, Lindsay KA, Harden HE: Utilisation of outpatient cardiac
rehabilitation in Queensland. Med J Aust 2003, 179(7):341-345.
16. Neubeck L, Redfern J, Fernandez R, Briffa T, Bauman A, Freedman SB:
Telehealth interventions for the secondary prevention of coronary heart
disease: a systematic review. European journal of cardiovascular prevention
and rehabilitation: official journal of the European Society of Cardiology,
Working Groups on Epidemiology & Prevention and Cardiac Rehabilitation and
Exercise Physiology 2009, 16(3):281-289.
17. Simon GE, VonKorff M, Rutter C, Wagner E: Randomised trial of
monitoring, feedback, and management of care by telephone to
improve treatment of depression in primary care. BMJ 2000,
320(7234):550-554.
18. Rollman BL, Belnap BH, LeMenager MS, Mazumdar S, Houck PR,
Counihan PJ, Kapoor WN, Schulberg HC, Reynolds CF III: Telephone-
Delivered Collaborative Care for Treating Post-CABG Depression: A
Randomized Controlled Trial. JAMA 2009, 302(19):2095-2103.
19. Freedland KE: Treatment of depression after coronary artery bypass
surgery a randomized controlled trial. Arch Gen Psychiatry 2009,
66(4):387-396.
20. Bambauer KZ, Aupont O, Stone PH, Locke SE, Mullan MG, Colagiovanni J,
McLaughlin TJ: The effect of a telephone counseling intervention on self-
rated health of cardiac patients. Psychosom Med 2005, 67(4):539-545.
21. Lespérance F, Frasure-Smith N, Koszycki D, et al: Effects of citalopram and
interpersonal psychotherapy on depression in patients with coronary
artery disease (CREATE). JAMA 2007, 297:367-379.
22. Berkman L, Blumenthal J, Burg M, Carney R, Catellier D, Cowan M,
Czajkowski S, DeBusk R, Hosking J, Jaffe A, et al: Effects of treating
depression and low perceived social support on clinical events after
myocardial infarction: the Enhancing Recovery in Coronary Heart
Disease Patients (ENRICHD) Randomized Trial. JAMA 2003,
289(23):3106-3116.
23. Davidson KW, Rieckmann N, Clemow L, Schwartz JE, Shimbo D, Medina V,
Albanese G, Kronish I, Hegel M, Burg MM: Enhanced Depression Care for
Patients With Acute Coronary Syndrome and Persistent Depressive
Symptoms: Coronary Psychosocial Evaluation Studies Randomized
Controlled Trial. Arch Intern Med 2010, 170(7):600-608.
24. Glassman AH, O’Connor CM, Califf RM, et al: Sertraline treatment of major
depression in patients with acute myocardial infarction or unstable
angina (SADHART). JAMA 2002, , 288: 701-709.
25. Antonuccio DO, Danton WG, DeNelsky GY: Psychotherapy Versus
Medication for Depression: Challenging the Conventional Wisdom With
Data. Professional Psychology - Research and Practice 1995, 26(6):574-585.
26. Lichtman AHA, Advisory Committee: Depression and Coronary Heart
Disease: Recommendations for Screening, Referral, and Treatment. Circ
2008, 118:1768-1775.
27. Spitzer RL: Validation and Utility of a Self-report Version of PRIME-MD
The PHQ Primary Care Study. JAMA 1999, 282(18):1737.
28. McManus D, Pipkin SS, Whooley MA: Screening for depression in patients
with coronary heart disease (data from the Heart and Soul Study). Am J
Cardiol 2005, 96(8):1076-1081.
29. Hare DL: CDS Administration Psychometrics. Austin Hospital Medical
Research Foundation, Revised Edition, Melbourne 2008.
30. Hunkeler EM, Meresman JF, Hargreaves WA, Fireman B, Berman WH,
Kirsch AJ, Groebe J, Hurt SW, Braden P, Getzell M, et al: Efficacy of Nurse
Telehealth Care and Peer Support in Augmenting Treatment of
Depression in Primary Care. Arch Fam Med 2000, 9(8):700-708.
31. Beck JS: Cognitive Therapy: Basics and Beyond. New York: Guilford Press;
1995.
32. Mayou R, et al: Depression and Anxiety As Predictors of Outcome After
Myocardial Infarction. Psychosom Med 2000, 62:212-219.
33. Schulz KF, Altman DG, Moher D, for the Consort Group: CONSORT 2010
Statement: updated guidelines for reporting parallel group randomised
trials. BMJ 2010, 340:c332.
34. Young JE, Beck AT: Cognitive Therapy Scale Rating Manual. 1980.
35. Hare DL, Davis CR: Cardiac Depression Scale: validation of a new
depression scale for cardiac patients. J Psychosom Res 1996, 40(4):379-386.
36. Ware JEJP, Kosinski MM, Keller SDP: A 12-Item Short-Form Health Survey:
Construction of Scales and Preliminary Tests of Reliability and Validity.
Medical Care 1996, 34(3):220-233.
37. Shi WY, Stewart AG, Hare DL: Major depression in cardiac patients is
accurately assessed using the Cardiac Depression Scale. Psychother
Psychosom 2010, 79:387-388.
38. Australian Institute of Health and Welfare: The Active Australia Survey: A
guide and manual for implementation, analysis and reporting. Canberra:
AIHW; 2003.
39. Dobson AJ, Blijlevens R, Alexander HM, Croce N, Heller RF, Higginbotham N,
Pike G, Plotnikoff R, Russell A, Walker R: Short fat questionnaire: A self-
administered measure of fat-intake behaviour. Aust J Public Health 1993,
17(4):144-149.
40. Hodge A, Patterson A, Brown W, Ireland P, Giles G: The Anti Cancer
Council of Victoria FFQ. Relative validity of nutrient intakes compared
with diet diaries in young to middle-aged women in a study of iron
supplementation. Aust NZ J Public Health 2000, 24(6):576-583.
41. Spitzer RL, Kroenke K, Williams JBW, Lowe B: A Brief Measure for Assessing
Generalized Anxiety Disorder: The GAD-7. Arch Intern Med 2006,
166(10):1092-1097.
42. Hickie IB: Measuring outcomes in patients with depression or anxiety: an
essential part of clinical practice. Med J Aust 2002, 177(4):205.
43. Glasgow RE, Vogt TM, Boles SM: Evaluating the public health impact of
health promotion interventions: the RE-AIM framework. Am J Public
Health 1999, 89(9):1322-1327.
Pre-publication history
The pre-publication history for this paper can be accessed here:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2261/11/8/prepub
doi:10.1186/1471-2261-11-8
Cite this article as: O’Neil et al.: A randomised, feasibility trial of a tele-
health intervention for Acute Coronary Syndrome patients with
depression (’MoodCare’): Study protocol. BMC Cardiovascular Disorders
2011 11:8.
O’Neil et al. BMC Cardiovascular Disorders 2011, 11:8
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2261/11/8
Page 7 of 7
